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Deny Dubling

1 have read Dr., Imerson's reports on the seven sities with
a preat deal of interest. In genernl they seem to me admivable. I
gaould be inclined to accept the general form and plan unreservedly.
I have n few very minor mggestions Lo make.

¥nder Wew York on page 11 im it true that "a better method o
sewage disposal snd distribution of effluent awaits the study snd re-
port of. engineere® So many reports have been wade on the New York
sevore dispessl question Lhat I suppecsed it merely awalted the ap-

propriastions, but perhsaps there mey bve further ptudies going on now,

On psge 12 there is no sumsary ef the concrete stga thet should be
taken in the development of the publie heslth wmechinery of the citiss
such a8 Dr. fmerson hos included in most of his other statements. It
seemy to me that it should be the rule te end every reviee with a
distinet atatement of vparticular steps that ought te be taken in the
future, The last peragraph on page 12 seems ©0 wme as it stands cpen
to eriticimm first because it is too general mnd seeond beceuse it is
not supported by saything in the earlidler text, Any eriticisms like :
those embodied in the phrase “eonstan: change of direetion®, "frequent
alteration of peliey®, nnd ¥politieal opporiunism® should be J'ﬂstgﬂ
fied by specific evidence presented in the body of the repori. Here &
the body of the report is slmosi wholly favorsble and one doesn't gsee
the reamson {or the ounslesught al the ends It should edther be lelt -
out or bocked up by evidence.

Under Grand Hapids there sre uo concrete suggestions., Surely
even this health department ean not be so perfeet that there is not
some forwaprd mtep Lo be taken, ‘

I come finally to my one general snd serious eriticism, This
concerns the guoting of the statisticml results. 1T you will leok
over the seven elties surveyed you will note that in three instances
out of the seven the statistiocs yileld results that would not he ex-
pected from the survey. Clevelsnd has n better death rate than i%
should have, Iuffale a worse death rate, und Scranten » betier, It
seems to me that this ie renlly what should be expeeted. The desth
rate of a given community frem year fto yesr sar fairly be corveluled
#ith advanee in publiec health precedures, but when one comen to come
pare the death rates in different eities so many other faetors come
in that you would hardly expeet aany direct eorrelation. BHence it
gseems to me & mistake when we find a low desth rate coineiding with
a zood health department to claim that the low death rate is the
effect of the heslth sdministration vhem on the next page you have
t6 explein away the fact that a high death rate accompenies a poor
sdministration or n low death rate = good one, It meems Lo me =
good plan to quote the stelistieal resulis but net te iﬁlg ge Lasg
been done in these surveys that the charsmeter of the heslth aduine
%ﬁtritiga is or could possibly be expected to be the principal factok

Bvolved. :

Yours very sincerely,
(Bigned) C.-i. As Winslow.




